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2001 Edmund Halley Drive

Together with NEXTEL Reston, VA 20191
Office: (703) 433-8525 Fax: (703) 433-4142
Mobile: (703) 926-5933

November 28, 2005

BY ELECTRONIC FILING

Ms. Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
The Portals

445 Twelfth Street, S.W.

Washington, D.C. 20554

Re: ET Docket No. 00-258
Erratum
Dear Ms. Dortch:
Sprint Nextel Corporation filed comments in this docket on November 25, 2005. Due to
a computer processing error, page numbers were stripped from that filing’s table of contents
page during electronic filing. Attached is a corrected table of contents. Please associate this
submission with the comments that Sprint Nextel filed in the above-referenced docket.

Sincerely,

/’7_-//.__..\

Trey Hanbury
Director, Sprint Nextel Corporation
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